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MEMORANDUM

To: | Project File - Work Assignment No. 146-RICO-02PE
From: Sharon Budney, Auditor.

Contract: Uu.s. Envzronmental Protection Agency (EPA) Response Action Contract (RA C)
1I, Contract No. 68-W-98-210

Date: October 12, 2005
DCN: 3223-146-PP-QAPP-05752
- Subject: Quality Assurance (QA) Field Technical Systems Audit Report

Old Roosevelt Field Contaminated Groundwaler Area Site
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study '
Nassau County, New York -

INTRODUCTION

A Field Technical Systems Audit (FTSA) of CDM Federal Programs Corporation (CDM) work
assignmentnumber 146-RICO-02PE, Old Roosevelt Field Contaminated Groundwater Area Site,
remedial investigation and feasibility study (RI/FS), was conducted at the site on August 24,
2005. The audit covered the field activities conducted on that day which consisted of vertical
profile groundwater screening sample collection. The auditor reviewed the site logbooks and
sampling documentation. The auditor also checked on adherence to the applicable quality
assurance and quality control (QA/QC) requirements as specified in the following documents:

. Final Work Plan Volume 1, December 10, 2004 (WP)
8 Final Quality Assurance Project Plan, June 20, 2005 (QAPP)
L CDM RAC II Quality Management Plan, Annual Update, December 30, 2004 (QMP)

®  EPARegionlICERCLA Quality Assurance Manual, Revision1, October 1989 (CERCLA
QA Manual)

The audit was conducted by Sharon Budney (CDM/Edison), approved field auditor. In
preparation, the documents cited above were reviewed to properly understand the scope of the
sampling activities. Additionally, actual field activities to be conducted during the audit were
discussed with the CDM project manager (Susan Schofield - CDM/New York), and the CDM
remedial investigation task leader (Lisa Campbell - CDM/New York), immediately prior to the
audit. A copy of the audit checklist is attached to this report.
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AUDIT RESULTS v _

Specific field activities audited included: vertical profile groundwater screening sampling,
decontamination of sampling equipment, field measurements, maintenance of applicable
guidance documents on-site, and general field documentation. Review of general field
documentation for these field activities included checking logbook entries and equipment
calibration logs. The auditor specifically reviewed site logbooks, chain-of-custody records,
frequency and type of QC samples collected, field change request forms, certificates of analyses
for analyte-free water and sample containers, and sample preservation. The auditor was not
able to observe the installation of the outer screen and casing for multi-port wells because that
field téam worked through the previous night and was not onsite during the audit. The auditor
did review site logbook notations of the multi-port well installation. Pertinent sections of the
document governing field work are cited in parentheses next to the audited activity.
Proficiencies as well as deficiencies are noted below.

Personnel observed during the audit were Adrian Steinhauff (field team leader - Grosser/ New
York), Tonya Bennett (rig geologist - CDM/New York) and Joseph Maharrey (rig geologist -
CDM/New York). _

Availability of Relevant Documents [QAPP, Sections 2.4 and 6.0]

The auditor noted that a copy of the QAPP, subcontract statements of work, corporate and site-
specific Health and Safety Plans and WP were maintained at the site for use by field personnel.
The CDM Technical Standard Operating Procedures (TSOPs), referenced in the QAPP, were
provided in Appendices A and B of the QAPP. Equipment users’ manuals referenced in the
QAPP were maintained with the equipment currently in use at the site. The RAC I field team
also maintained a copy of the current revision of EPA’s Contract Laboratory Program (CLP)
Guidance for Field Samplers. The auditor is satisfied that the requirements for availability of
relevant documents were being met by the RAC II field team.

Decontamination of Sampling Equipment [QAPP, Sechon 5 2 and CERCLA QA
Manual, Part 11, Section V]

The auditor observed the RAC II field team decontaminate the groundwater sampling
equipment including a Micropurge QED bladder pump and water quality meters. The RACII
field team followed the decontamination procedure written in the QAPP for the pump and
meters. The auditor is satisfied that the RAC II field team understands and implements the
decontamination of sampling equipment requirements as stated in the QAPP.

Field Calibration of Equigment [QAPP, Section 6.7 and Table 6-4 and QMP, Section
8.6.3]

The auditor reviewed field equipment calibration log forms completed to date for this work
assignment and noted all equipment was calibrated prior to use on a daily basis. On the day
of the audit, MiniRAE 2000 photoionization detectors (PID), YSI 600R Muliti-Parameter Water
Quality Monitor and LaMotte 2020 Turbidimeter were used by the RAC II field team. The
auditor observed the RAC 1I field team calibrate the equipment. The RAC Il field team
documented equipment calibration in the calibration log and noted that they had been
calibrated in the site logbooks. The auditor reviewed these notations and discussed the
calibration process with the RACII field team. The auditor determined that these instruments

CDM v Page 2 of 6
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were calibrated as per the QAPP and manufacturer’s recommendations and were properly
. documented on the calibration logs.

Table 6-4 of the QAPP also required a PID calibration check at the end of each da)lf. The RAC
Il field team was not performing this check. The auditor informed entire RAC II field team of
this requirement. The auditor observed the RACII field team perform the end of t}Jxe day PID
calibration check on the day of the audit. The RAC II field team recorded the res{ults in the

calibration log.

The RACII field team was not using a combustible gas indicator to monitor the lower explosive
limit and oxygen content in the air in the breathing zone near the drill rig as required by the
site- specific health and safety plan. On September 15, 2005 the auditor confirmed with the RI
task leader that VRAE Multi gas Monitor Model 7800 meters are currently in use at the site. The
RAC II field team began using these meters on September 8, 2005. '

The auditor is satisfied that the field calibration of equipment requirement is understood and
met by the RAC I field team.

Vertical Profile Groundwater Screening Sampling Procedures [QAPP, Sections 5.4.2
and Appendix A - Project-Specific Groundwater Sampling Procedure, Low Stress
(Low Flow) Purging and Sampling] ' '
The auditor observed the RAC II field team collect vertical profile groundwater screening -
samples in accordance with the project-specific SOP for Low Stress (Low Flow) Purging and
. Sampling Procedure (Appendix A of the QAPP). Field measurements were obtained using a
YSI 600R Multi-Parameter Water Quality Monitor and a LaMotte 2020 Turbidimeter. ‘The YSI
600R was used to monitor pH, specific conductivity, temperature, dissolved oxygen, and
reduction-oxidation potential; the LaMotte 2020 Turbidimeter was used to monitor turbidity

during sampling activities.

- The auditor noted that the groundwater screening samples were collected in accordance with
the QAPP, including confirmation of zero headspace in the Target Compound List (TCL)
volatile organic compound (VOC) samples. The auditor observed that the sampling team
performed the required good housekeeping practices (e.g., protecting sampling equipment from
ambient contamination prior to use) and ensured that the use of dedicated gloves were
employed during the sampling activities. The auditor is satisfied that the requirements for all "~
sampling techniques, including documentation of field measurements, were understood and
met by the RACII field team. :

Preservation of Samples [QAPP, Table 4-5 and CERCLA QA Manual, Part I, Sections

I1.C and X1.B.2 and Appendix 1V] ' :

The auditor observed the RAC I field team place QC and groundwater screenmg samples on

ice after collection, to cool to 4 + 2 °C. The auditor observed the RAC II field team use
“pre-preserved VOC vials. The auditor noted the RAC II field team checked the pH of the

groundwater sample collected in a pre-preserved test vial prior to sample collection in order to

confirm enough preservative was used to adequately preserve the VOC sample.

CO : Page 3 of 6
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All necessary field preservation information was recorded on the chain-of-custody records. The
. audxtor is satisfied that this requirement is understood and met by the RAC II field team.

QC Samples [QAPP, Section 6.1.3 and Table 4-3 and CERCLA QA Manual Part 11,

Sections I1.D and X]

The auditor reviewed chain-of-custody records and the sample tracking log to determine if the
RAC 1I field team was collecting the correct number and type of QC samples. QC samples
include: trip blanks, field rinsate blanks, duplicates, and extra volume for matrix spike/ matrix
spike duplicates, as stated in the QAPP. The auditor observed the collection of the trip blank
and field rinsate blank on the day of the audit. The auditor is satisfied that QC sample
requirements stated in the QAPP are being met by the RAC ]I field team.

Documentation of Demonstrated Analyte-Free Water [QAPP, Sections 6.1.3 and 6.8
and CERCLA QA Manual, Part I, Section X.A.2] _

The auditor noted that the RAC II field team maintained copies of the VOC data results for the
analyte-free water being used at the site. The RACII field team collected a water blank on July
20, 2005 which was analyzed for TCL VOCs, the same analysis the groundwater screening
samples are analyzed.

The auditor noted during review of the field logbooks that the lot number for the analyte-free
water was not recorded in the field logbooks. The auditor informed the RAC II field team that
the lot numbers should be recorded in the field logbook. In addition, when the analyte-free -
' water is used for field and trip blanks, the lot number should be recorded with the sample. On
. - September 27, the auditor confirmed with the RI task leader that this information was now
being recorded in the field logbooks. Overall, the auditor is satisfied that the RAC II field team
is aware of and meets the documentation requirements for demonstrated analyte-free water. -

Sample Containers, Supplies, and Equipment [QAPP Sections 5.1, 6.4, and 6.8 and
Table 4-5]

The auditor observed the proper maintenance of sample containers, supplies, and equipment

by the RACI field team. The auditor noted that sampling supplies were kept clean, stored, and

secured in the field trailer. Sample bottle certificates were maintained as required for inclusion

in the project files. The auditor is satisfied that sample containers, supphes and equipment

requirements have been met by the RAC 1 field team.

Documentation of Field Activities [QAPP, Sections 5.3.and 6.3; CDM TSOPs 4-1 and
4-2; and CERCLA QA Manual, Part I1, Section Il and Appendix V]

The auditor noted that three field logbooks contained entries documenting the current field
activities. The auditor reviewed entries in all field logbooks and concluded the field notes were
completed as stated in the QAPP, TSOPs, and CERCLA QA Manual. The auditor recommended
the table of contents (TOC) for the field logbooks be more detailed. The current TOCs contain
one entry per well location which could cover up to 40 pages. The auditor recommended at
least one entry per day in the TOC. '

The auditor also noted that minor details including bottle, acid and analyte-free water‘]ot
. numbers and airbill numbers, were not included in the field logbooks. On Septe_mber 27,2005,
the RI task leader confirmed that these details were now being recorded in the field logbooks.

CDM , : Page 4 of 6
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' The auditor is satisfied that documentation of field activities requirements are understood and
. met by the RAC I field team.

- Sample Shipment and Chain-of-Custody Documentation [QAPP, Section 6.3]
The auditor reviewed the FORMS I Lite chain-of-custody records and noted no deficiencies.
Samples were shipped to the Division of Environmental Science and Assessment (DESA)
laboratory or a subcontract laboratory for analysis. Sample identification numbers recorded in
the logbooks matched the chain-of-custody records. The auditor observed the RAC I field team
prepare QC and groundwater screening samples for shipment to the DESA laboratory. The
auditor is satisfied that these requirements are met by the RAC II field team.

Field Change Request Forms [QAPP, Section 2.4]

The auditor noted that completion of field change request (FCR) forms are required by EPA
Region II for this work assignment. On the day of the audit, three FCR forms had been
completed to document changes in the sampling program. These FCR forms were approved
by the CDM project manager, CDM Rl task leader and field team leader in addition, they were
verbally approved by the EPA remedial project manager in accordance with the requirements
in the QAPP. The auditor is satisfied that FCR form requirements are being met by the RAC I

vfield team. '

CONCLUSION _
The auditor noted that the RAC II field team members were cognizant of the necessary QA
‘ requirements and QC protocols for all aspects of field and sampling activities currently being
. conducted at the Old Roosevelt Field Contaminated Groundwater Area Site. The RAC 11 field
team performed all sampling protocols according to the QAPP and associated CDM TSOP
procedures. The content of field logbooks met the requirements as stated in the QAPP. All
necessary documentation was available in the field trailer. Allfield changes made to the QAPP
were documented and approved on FCR forms that were available to the RAC ]I field team.
The RAC 11 field team was well organized and each member knew their personal rolls and

responsibilities.

The field team was not cognizant of air monitoring requirements stated in the site-specific
health and safety plan or calibration requirements for the equipment stated in the QAPP.
Subsequent to the audit air monitoring using a VRAE Multi Gas Monitor-7800 meter has been
implemented. Any deficiencies and deviations discussed in the Audit Results section were
corrected either during or subsequent to the audit.

This approved audit report constitutes the Audit Completion Notice documenting the
satisfactory completion of this audit.

Prepared by: _ Approved by:

Brocnfidean £ (elite

Sharon B_u}f{ney, Aud@r : s Michael %wap(, RACIT QA Director
CMII - Page 50of 6
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Attachment

. cc: A. Jackson, EPA Region I : '
D. Updike
R. Goltz
J. Litwin l
S. Schofield : l
L. Campbell '
J. Oxford
S. Budney
HQ QA Files
RAC II Document Control
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. CDM Federal Programs Cdrporation

o -  SAMPLING FIELD AUDIT CHECKLIST

| Project No./Tit]e: J\-L Rio-02PC | nd Qooﬂe\,(:\ ¥ Teld CGntaminated Goundinddes S
Auditor/Date: __ Sl vrun Budinecy / G*/iy;v% 24 w05 |
Project Manager: Sosan Sebelie (d Firm Audited: COM Rde 4l P(&m&' Canp
Field Team Leader: PAcen Sk Ao kS CDM Federal QA Coordinator: TS?«A , (;L Opbora
Audit Location: ___WoS5au C&‘)-’\*U(\b, e \’o-(k‘w ’ |

Documents Relevant To This Audit (List titles, dates, seclions)‘
Snnl ok Plon Vol | Dixcealnen 10, 2034
el QQQE‘.'M%Q SSUvern e, P Qd— Pun (QD\P@\ Sone 4O, ZDDJ
(oM RAC qu\'*uw"\‘*mct@wm\“ Plan Gonad ek, Deneudosa 20 20
$on Poaion™ CClcin Qa AGH \stan@ Wruay fedision | Onidoen 2%

Review these documents in detail and record applicable Field Plan sections and SOPs for each activity to
be checked. '
Jik:}Z‘}v\ oY)

Field Activities To Be Checked/Applicable Field Plan Sectlon or SOP:£e \d Avorenntodhon (Qk’%d 53 L, %v\
Dail, oo 2nd (Ollec g yenficle ma(;le. Rosnd-oades e /\I-’\SL Seian ploss (Q{lpp%d,oyx 0., L\L
Qu*” iwwv’\\ )O&W\ Nmﬂ\ng\ Tsollcbiin (QAPD Sebin © *"ﬁ
Goiprant deconh b, (mf\bpicmx‘al\ Clreum- i costet-en C AP Secty G ’i
G P, ot Gedibwton { (_Hape ®anb) Thuke o 4) ‘rqmgz-iu;daf& apioo (QAPD ledolg Y ;)

6(.. DA"r\ﬁ.Q/) kC(‘:‘\r)( %‘b}*\ (O\ 3_)\ &\l\f\w C@A‘—Q»‘Am Gnd S_J)DU@ (DAW gcﬂl«&‘ LJ Y L% 4

welevont QLu@»*& '“R 52

Personnel Contacted During Audn and ffiliation:

N o o rmeens
—E!'\Q(\@V\AQ*L @M}( 3 Qﬂ t‘\ [’fd l()(\s st
e V\A\/\L\W&{L\T (C«D’( \J‘;\ J\lJ\ C’V_D\nx\'jf

APP_D3.95 09/95

D-3.1
300008
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P. il' d”t’

Note: Record Applicable Field Plan Sections and SOPsfor Each Subject Checked
.General Sampling Procedures - Y/N/NA

1) a. Does field crew have operating procedures for field work on site?
| Field Plan(s): (specify Revision No. or Date Yind QNPD b(20fes )
Tech SOPs (specify c*\PD& iy A D( (&% )
Equipment Procedures (specify Mcw;cdlo w Ny el &au QM

b. Is required health and safety documentation on site? (speclfy Ualh cadif, . _;‘c 2)
MQVQ Clocramce &D <R G(_. ct DzA_oL_\,ov

<< - -<j L

2) Were sampling locations selected as plannéd?

- If No, explain

3) Were samples collected starting with the least likely contaminated and proceeding

)

to the most likely contaminated?

Remarks __ e ‘ s
. Deaed on 0lp oo b bccdiaan QR Cﬁu;{:m.am* o _dwﬂfw'mu)h— ) oceandon
Wi el GARP Retiseon laccdis Y

4) Was sampling equipment protected from possible contamination prior to sample collection? \

If No, explain

5) If equipment was cleaned in the field, were described procedures used?
HfNoexprin > OIS Golosed ouredoes i Appecdiy A d Tt QR

4B QQ(_&\' ng) SLL”'\%}Y(\-L"\\ (’?‘i oD e

6) What field instruments were used during this investigation?

M RAC Zonp T La et oo Torbids J«dv’/\

ML (oo XLHM- l wden g cellity rofen,
bladder PP~ A1 opreg, TED Dot o /n«wa«n%

. XU wiland Gompresan.. (XD S 24048,

APP_D3.95 09/95

D-3.2
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'P.5 of 1O

| Y/N/NA
: |V,
./) Were field instruments calibrated as described? I

e L PAY 2B ,
‘If‘N%‘:‘expTaTn A Catiimation Complete & PD et feqo/eq

Cg of AALA Geld rhodk - Haigwus ncw-)mafu«rxgé%Ah~QJ

<
. f\udﬂm Mé\(\_g‘pe Q& Yeam £iomms OJO Mm:/é,\/\.@b\j ~ Jable Cf"}-o‘ OAPP
8) Were cahBratxon“f)‘f’cl){:%:ec'iucr;eir (??:umﬁﬁ]te 1 the field notes? Y
Remarks vfmuﬁqeo / datadls dam\.«md&) in Gl Sratton 104\

Longank adie da@\s 1€ded T Cc»ﬁ:b\cdwm Loo\‘fbcbx m lap.

9) Were nonconformmg instruments (those which were not functioning properly) \/

seoregated and not used?

V/
10) Were nonconforming instruments or items documented as required? _ [
11) Were the samples chemically preserved in the field? : Y
If No, explain o '
12) Were the samples iced? ' ‘ o _ \/
13) Were samples for selected parameters field filtered? ' '\)

If Yes, list parameters and describe procedures.

.)& - C}ﬁ A C’\'{t’/\l.’\il‘ \L\Y‘L&ﬂﬁi @;/‘:(’Qd

14) What are the field change control requirements for this project? Circle One.

e

Client-Specified Form @QAPF "Field Change Request Formi™~> Record of Commumcatxon

Were requiremems followed? _ ' Y

OV\\\/\ hase YL

= osf\a/m

O NS S
a4l ‘0 g)rdué«ﬁﬁecc%r S/t)wc,ao,u K{M field

M’% ey (d:/)f‘) C»/Q &n AR S fy Ll/m‘c BA SN dwm. <R
APP_D3. 95‘”“ S GAPD. 09/95

D-3.3
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Monitoring Well Sampling | | Y/N/NA
) Was depth of well determined? : Y
!
IRV,
2) Was depth to water determined? ; |
|
3) Were the above depths to water converted to water level elevations common to all wells? M&
"Describe how the depths were determined
4) How was the volume of water originally present in each well determined?
\plore A oS r\c%ca&gu\(dcﬂ - ’))rchi\)?)*ubfw\Q wolunss )
&)(a{\;'\sbwd Somples Ond W‘w‘l“moB onks l'D'v\am.\_a)Lcua St b
5) Was the volume determined as described in the field operating procedure? NQ
6) How was completeness of purging determined?

7)

8)

Volume Measure\l - Cifleﬂd* 5 +J‘9’“"'j\v"\‘)"‘”\a’>

Time/Flow Rate
Cond./pH/Temp _ N ding T&\S;ﬁ'h,g

Was well purged to completeness point? _ _ i
- Remarks _
Was dedicated (in-place) pump used? ' ‘ M

If no, describe the method of purging (bailer - include type and construction material,
pump - include type) \)’3\/\% blc«dd.e,x lxwp ()"{;Lfa{).)/qft QLD Gl ot
et Piaad Q*mpthﬁ b.( Q‘D\ Pump P dpcu NOINEP 2

bt Sam Plao

APP_D3.95 : 09/95
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v Y/N/NA
.9) How were the samples collected?
Bailer Pump _ M Combination
Construction material of bailer: N
Design of bailer: £\
Open Top Closed Top' Other
' ‘ _ Semple. 1teaseds
10) If a pump was used, describe how it was cleaned before and/or between wei-ﬁss §/24/05
Fohased puacdoe ~Agp A d’ fre® OAPP - YWunia Ho weden
(Lﬂ\w‘314LAU4¢R\~x¢y\oblgvsdg ‘(nnlﬁmﬁ&W“*aD«»MBQA Ronia
DT Wader Mwm5 Lnzz oursd o
nob
11) Was the sample properly transferred from bﬂr}erﬁé) sample bottle (i.e., was
2 (M 05 I
the purgeable sample agitated, etc.)? be-r\ﬂ JRAHD"\_ V'nc {L)O'VM% i
12) Was the r%poe‘?e,;aﬁc prevented froﬁa touching t};e ground? ' | V
6 8265 _ ’
’P\O/ﬂ—r_ Stesk~ u->¢~.o - Goaon o . X
13) Was any wetted rope or line discarded after use at each well? a A
i :
14) How many wei\cﬁs‘;vsere sampled? _ One u\/\b\\kzﬁ SVPGW - -0 “UD> Tres 1525
bb%b&{ UED feet deep = Semphes Do feok o Lldcct
~ e % glats Lol of *?f
15) Who collected samples: ' '
Tonde Sxa et (£061)
A
16) Were there any changes to sampling procedures7 ' ' Y
TR ¥1 Tdiedes Sump@) slerods are bfphé,i‘ﬁ dwpd hoor Coen P
= 2 |
17) Note any deficiencies observed dunng the collection of »@ll sarﬁp les:
Nowe Vetis. Pu‘% e Qe mw\’\zg
APP_D3.95 0995

D-35
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QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL Y/N/NA

(While all of these QC procedures are not necessarily used, please check on the specific techniques which
were described in the field protocols.)

1) Did the sampling personnel use any field trip blanks? : Y
la) Was a water blank poured for the reagent grade water? 7{&0[05 @ oL e \(
2) Didthe samp]ing personnel create any preservative blanks? 1 - 5 PC(Q{ e . f\)

If Yes, to either of the above questions, list the type and handlmg of the b]anks

‘G id 4"‘\[\\3\0/\1:3 'ﬁuv‘fc_(/ d,@,}l.i() whoun C(cm.,t'o._g Ve Cn Sa»‘[)/e,3

Lz collected) . Kip Llan ks Ke ) Lo SAmD/cS

Oader Cuank - WBOILODS - Ratupt Frca. Gonelifte: Tme, oo Lot AB201Y
U

3) Were any eccim}}}n)gﬁt blanks collected? ' !
If Yes, list: __6o i piasade Plank .~ . ea Db
e, clcon-tarvnatia, G o’Y\PLef'(—’ Cnld OnR  So e CV)/(&f(i,\)
é’jl g)./gjméj (,‘.}A)c(’/\ ‘?[L/l&./ci(«\ e Al Qg_.?/\ o :

4) Were any duplicate samples collected?

If Yes, list the types (parameter coverage, etc.) and describe their handling:
Ayd I did not obscoe & CLJD/ e 544», Je de.. ey Collectod)
7%d<M0{d,w cdit | D/A’)llfjc Saan plos tljbt.x
ﬂ@L-M4*@«jC.-.DJL2LY’\ Sumle. ‘llfacfémz’jl lo 6 (nd 1n bj Geplks

5) Were any spiked samples used? » : N

If Yes, list the types (parameter coverage, etc.) and describe their handling:
o - O egired o S0ke Suapless fee fre (g

APP_D3.95 09/95
D-39
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CHAIN OF CUSTODY AND SAMPLE HANDLING

)

3)

5)

6)
7
8)
9)

10)

Were split samples offered to the site owner or famhty representative?
VD - m Q%\,\ rec

Was a receipt for samples given to the site owner or facility representative

prior to leaving the site?

@ Qoiks
Were all-sample-tags and chain-of-custody forms signed by sample collector(s)?

Were chain-of-custody records completed for all samples? |

% slted
Were samphinglag numbers and laboratory traffic report form numbers

cross-referenced to chain-of-custody forms?

Were chain-of-custody form numbers recorded in the field log book"
\\:X) Q)f /G.\/u e, \

Were all samples properly sealed at the time of collection?

Were samples kept in a secure place after collection?

Were samples stored to maintain 4°C, if required?

NA

N

Y

Y
M

Were the samples shipped 10 a CLP laboratory? e - Ddaaact Lg‘x‘:x!bjl?l(j"kﬁ/\ N

If Yes: Were the traffic report forms filled out proper]y'7 Y - @ngg&“’\s T Lide,

Were the samples properly packed for shipment? \Q[)

If No: Explain:

APP_D3.95

09/95
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FIELD DOCUMENTATION o Y/N/NA
'1) Describe required field documentation: Lm\gy)oka Coclibywdion loct  Seen, ple Yercking,
@\D» SXen S m’)lm?rg/@»i\' 9 ! '37

il
SPR Ly
2) Was all required information recorded?
~ Brief summary of information included: LoalydXS. =D ~#{ + 2 recsided) |
A aSninasion Chost acbuties @m' cock A\ A #D S Lcn\ (‘eg)\dg‘b
Q oS ik et cint the SN - C“X‘b“‘*&o\q (.Ocq Yeco\dl.z 2
'\("\f\:\w’\wm o0 metens  CliBiwhon ks andd -hmaa C LB e an
Solokan a %&— i Hs eyl QLC,VQ &eshon («nd Sho prafinad
Ty %S o !
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3) Was sampling required to be documented with photographs? !

If Yes, were documentation requirements met?

4) Were field logbooks required?

a) Was the Field logbook cover properly completed? -

b) Was a Table of Contents used or were pages reserved for it?

c) Were logbook corrections handled as required?

d) Were unused logbook pages properly lined out?

i R RN

e) Were logbook review requirements met?
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FIELD DEBRIEFING
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Field Team Leader notified N When? %/ 2y o5

Project Manager notified @)/N When? 5“)251(5'
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